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UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., 
December rith, 1875. 

MY DEAR SIR: I receive with regret your resignation 
as Principal Examiner, to take effect on the 15th of 
January, 1876. 

You have most faithfully and satisfactorily discharged 
the duties of your office, and I’ regret that the salary of 
Examiner is not such as to induce gentlemen of talent 
like yourself to remain. But you have my best wishes 
for your success in the practice of your profession, and 
‘€ you shall be as faithful and obedient towards your 


clients as you have been to this office, that success Is 





assured. 
Very respectfully, &c., 
R. M. DUELL, 
Commissioner of Patents. 


H. A. SEYMOUR, Esq. 
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Amendments to the Law. 





Section 4536, as amended, reads as follows: 

“Section 4885, Any person who has invented or discovered any 
new aud useful art. machine, manufacture or composition of mat- 
ter, or any new and useful improvements thereof, not kuowa or used 
by othe:s in this country, before his tuvention or discovery thereof, 
und uot patented or described in any printed publication in this or 
any for*ign country, before hisinvention or discove y thereof, or more 
than two yews prior to his application, and notin public use or on sale 
in this couutry for more than two years prior to his application, 
unless the same is proved to have been abandoned, may, upon pay- 
mentof the fees required by law, and other due proceeding had 
obtain a patent therefor.” 


We have italicized the effective amendatory words of this 
section in order to facilitate an explanation of the effect of the 


nmendment. 


Under the old law an application, filed several years after the 
invention had been published here or abroad, either by the ap- 
plicant or others, or patented here or abroad by others, was 
prosecuted to a patent by the production of proots that the 
invention was actually made by the applicant prior to the date 
of such prior publication or patent, provided, of course, the 
invention had not been in public use or on sale in this country 
more than two years prior tothe dateofsuchapplication, The 
law worked great hardshipandinjusticein many cases, because 
it enabled those who had slept on their rights for more than two 
years, and until others by their enterprise and energy had 
madethe invention valuatleand acommercial success, to then 
come forward and file an application and obtain a patent 
covering and subordinating an invention which others had 
developed and made valuable to the world and to themselves, 
Under the law as »nmended, an inventor forfeits his rights toa 
yatent unless he filles an application within two years nfter the 
nvention has been patented here or abroad, and within two 
years from the time the invention has been published in a 
printed publication, anywhere and by anyone, 


Section 4887, as amended March 8, 1903, reads as follows: 


‘Section 4587. No person otherwise en'itled thereto shall be de- 
barred from receiving a patent for his invention or discovery, nor 
Shall any patent be declared invalid by reasou of its having been 
first patented or caused to be patented by the inventor or his legal 
representatives or assigns ina foreign country, unless the applhica- 
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of section forty-eight hundred and Sep pate of the Revised Staty. 
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date on which any such foreign application was filed. But aa 
patent shall be granted on an application for patent for an inves 
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ina printed publication in this or any foreign country more the: 
two years before the date of the actual filing of the application in 
this country, or which had been in public use or on gale Fe ae 
han two years prior to such filing.”’ 1s 


country for moret 
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sy tf uring the life of his foreign patent 
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rovided his invention had not been in public use or on sale ir 


his country for more than two years prior to the flline | 
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patents were unearthed and purchased to give Support reign 
plications in this country, for the purpose of obtaining 0 ip- 
covering and dominating important inventions « Patents 
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patent that had the shortest term torun. Thelaw worked in- 
calculable injury to American inventors, because a large num- 
ber of valuable U.S. patents were declared void, or their terms 
were so curtailed as to render them of little or of no value, 
simply because foreign patents were issued prior to the is- 
suance of the U. S. patents. In all such cases the United 
States applications were filed first, but owing to the delay 
attending their prosecution, which in many cases was un- 
avoidable, owing to interference proceedings, foreign patents 
were granted prior to the issuance of the U.S. patents. To 
obviate the prior grant of foreign patents, it became custo- 
mary to prepare and forward applications for foreign patents 
to theagents abroad, with instructions to delay fling them until 
the United States application hud been allowed and the final 
fee paid, when, and not until then, the date the U. 8. patent 
would bear, could be ascertained. The foreignagents were then 
notified by mail or cable to urrange for filing all of the foreign 
upplications on a certain date, which was the date the U.8. 
patent would issue. In view of the fact that foreign patents 
are antedated and bear dates as of the day theirapplications are 
filed abroad, all of the patents, the United States and foreign, 
would bear the same date, and hence when +o taken out the 
U.S. patent would run its fullterm. But it was found difficult, 
and sometimes impossible, tocarry out this mode of procedure, 
owlng to the delays and contingencies attending the prosecution 
of applications in this country, 

Under the new law, al) of the difficulties and dangers above noted 
are obviated. An American inventor after having filed his United 
States application, may then at any time prior tothe grantof his 
U.*S. patent proceed and file his foreign applications, and although 
the foreign patents may antedate his U.S, patent, the term or the 
validity of the latter will in nowise be affected orimpaired, Hence 
this section of law, as amended, will operate greatly tothe advan- 
tage of American inventors. 
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Materially expedite the prosecution of applications and thus 


Sheed the issuance of patents. 
Section 4898. is amended by adding the following sentence: 
,is . 
“TF . it, grant, or conve iWice of any patent 
Shall he y such assign fore any notary public of the several 
€s or Territories or the District of Columbia, or any Commis- 
HOner of the United States Circuit Court, or before any aban of 
“gation or consular ofucer authorized to administer oaths or perform 
NOtarial acts under section seventeen hundred and fifty of the 
€vised Statutes, the certificate of such acknowledgment, under the 
And and official seal of such notary or other officer, shall be prima 
Qcie evidence of the éxecution of such assignment, grant, or 
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sued on by Introducing In evidencea Patent Office certified copy 
of the assignment, and the courts have held that such certified 
copy is prima facie proof of the execution and genuineness of 
the instrumentand transfer. In the case of Mayor, etc., of the 
City of New York v, American Cable Railway Co,, decided by 
the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit—April 18, 
18-4 (60 led. Rep., 1016), it was held that there was no warrant 
in law for this long-established rule and practice, and thata 
Patent Oflice certified copy of an assignment is not prima facie 
proof of the execution or genuineness of the instrument. The 
same conclusions are also supported in the opinion of Circuit 
Court of Appeals for the First Circuit in the case of Paine v, 
Frack, 56 Fed. Rep., 233. On the other hand, in a later decision 
rendered by the Circuit Court of Appeals for the Seventh Cir- 
cuit in the case of Standard Elevator Co, v. Crane Elevator Co., 
76 Fed. Rep., 767, the conclusions of the Circuit Courts for the 
First and Second Circuits on the point in question were disap- 
proved, the court holding thata Patent Office certified copy of 
an assignment is prima acie proof that an original assignment 
was madein termsas shown by the certifled copy, and is prima 
facie proot of title in the assignee. , We are thus confronted by 
conflicting opinions, which are the law of the Circuits In which 
they are rendered, while we are left in doubt as to what will be 
the conclusions of the remaining Circuits in which the question 
has not as yet been raised. In Circuits which hold that cer- 
tifled copies are not prima facie proof of title, the complainants 
in many causes will be put to great trouble and expense In proy- 
ing title, because of the difficulty of proving title by the original 
instrument, owing to the loss of the original assignment or the 
death or absence of the assignor or the subscribing witnesses, 
or for other reasons, 

Under the amendment to section 4898 an assignment, if ac- 
knowledged before a notary public or other officer named, Is 
proved by a certificate of such acknowledgment, and hence, as 
a safe and precautionary measure, [ would advise that all as- 
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Letters Patents for Inventors 


| RE granted forthe purposeof stimulating and encourag- 
ing improvements in the industrialarts, Patents are 


in the nature of contracts between the public and in- 
ventors, the consideration being fixed by statute, The Goy- 
ernment requires the following consideration in every case: 
Jirst, thatan applicant for a patent shall disclose a new and 
useful improvement of which he is the first and orlginal in- 
ventor. Second, that the invention has not been patented or 
disclosed in any printed publication in this or any foreign 
country priortothe date of his invention, and, with respect to 
all applications filed on and afler January 1, 1898, not patented 
or described in any printed publication more than two years prior 
to the Jlling of any such application. Third, that the Inven- 
tion has not been in public use or on sale In this country 
more than two years prior to his application for a patent, 
Fourth, that the invention has not been abandoned or dedicated 
tothe public Fi/th, thatthe improvement shall bo described 
in the specification and drawings, in such clear and exact 
terms as willenable any one skilled in the art'to which the in- 
vention pertains to practice the Invention; and sizih, that thes 
invention shall be pointed out in the claims In such manner ag 
to clearly distinguish it from the prior state of the art. The 
consideration flowing from the Government or public is thea 
grant ofa patent securing to the inventor and patentee the ex— 
clusive right, throughout every portion of the United States 
and Territories thereof, to make, use, and sell the patented im— 
provement for the term of seventeen ycars, 
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of construction, increased eficiency in operation, improved 
results of obviating. the objectionable or defective features‘ot 
construction or faulty operation of priorinventions belonging 
to the same class of Improvements as that disclosed in the 
application. | 


Third. A statement of the inventionshould then be made. This 
Statement should concisely, but with absolute accuracy, define 
the essentialor sallent features ofthe invention. It should not 
assert fortheinventiona broaderscope than the patentee would 
be entitled to cover; and on the other hand, it should not bo 
unduly restricted by inclading therein non-essential elements 
or features of the improvement. In construing the claims oi 
& patent the courts are desirous of knowing just what the 
patentee cousiders as being the gist of his invention, and it 1s 
the office of the statement of invention to afford this informu. 
tion. It will be obvious that much care in the selection and 
use of suitable terms to accurately define the scope of the 
invention should be exercised jn the drafting of this portion of 
the specification. 


Fourth, A description of he improvemend then follows in tbe 
ordcr of arrangement, 


Section 4888 of the Revised Statutes enacts as follows: 


** Before any inventor or discoverer shall receive @ patent for his 
invention or discovery, he shall make application thereforin writing 
to the Commissioner of Patents, and shall file in the Patent Officea 
written description of the same, and of the mannerand process of 
making, constructing, compounding, and using ilin such fut clear, 
and concise terms as to enable any od son Skilled tn the art or sctence 
lo which tt appertains, or with which tt ts most nearly connected, to 
make, construct, compound and use the same; and in case of a 
machine, he shall explain the principle thereof, ana the best mode 
in which he has contemplated applying that principle, so as to dis 
tinguish it from other inventions: cat he shall particularly potm 
ouland distinctly claim the part, improvement, or combination which 
Ae claims as Ais invention or discovery; aud said specification and 
claim shall be signed by Ahe inveutor and attested by two wil- 
uestes.'! 


| 
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‘This portion of the specification requires forits proper prepa. 
ration a thorough familiarity with the particular art orclass to 
which the invention relates, 41 order that the different parts or 
elements of the improvemeat may be designated by thelr 
proper technical terms, and tist the construction and function 
of partsand the mode of opera‘ion of the device or machine 
shall be clearly understood |," persons skilled in the art 
to which the invention pertains The extensive records of the 
Patent Office afford full and an_»\e information concerning the 
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prior state of the art in every class of improvements, These: 


records comprise all of the U.S. patents that have been granted 
to date, nearly 600,000 in number, which patents are subdivided 
into a large number of special classes so as to facilltate examl- 
nations and investigations. The Patent Office records also 
comprise copies of patents granted in the leading foreign coun- 
tries, and alsoa vast library of U. S. and foreign scientific pub- 
lications. Asa preliminary step in the drafting of every specl- 
Acation, whether it relates to a simple device ora complicated 
machine or apparatus, the attorney should thorough!y investl- 
gate and familiarize himself with the prior art in the class of 
inventions under consideration, as disclosed by the records of 
the Patent Office, in order that he may be enabled to give a full, 
clear, and concise description of the new invention, as required 
by the law, and also that he may describe it in such eract terms 
as will enable any person skilled in the art to which the inven- 
tion pertains to practice it by the aid of the specification and 
drawings. “ 

In the following cases it is held that to render compliance 
with the law ‘‘the description in a patent must be so full and 
plain that a fairly competent workman in the art could take it, 
ee oar ara ashen exlating knowledge ofthe trade, £1 
an operative machine soatat i aa Sa ep eamnbe 
bination. If it requires ex = preparers endoned in. cory 
meethe matter described the Beaune vention to make aay 

yehe patent is invalid.” (McFarlane 
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v. Price, 1 Stark, 158; Turner v. Winter, 1 D. and E., 602; Kind 
v. Arkwright, 1 Webs. Pat. Cases, 64; Curtis on Patents, Sec. 225; 
Evans v. Eaton, 7 Wheat., 356; Sullivan v. Redfleld, 1 Paine, 441.) 

There is another and most important reason why an attorney 
should thoroughly investigate the prior art before preparing 
the descriptive portion of the specification. By so doing he 
informs himself in Just what respects and particulars the new 
invention differs In its construction or mode of operation from 
the prior inventions In the same class, and can utilize this 
information to the very best advantago possible by giving 
special stress and prominence In the specification tosuch novel 
and distinguishing features of construction or improvement, 
and thus laya good foundation for the claims of the patent. 
An application thus prepared presents and commends the 
invention described and claimed therein to the Examiner of 
the Patent Office ina much more favorable light and with far 
better chances of Success than Is the case with applications 
prepared by attorneys unfamiliar with the prior state of the 
art, and who, owing to their lack of such information, have 
failed jo give any prominence to the novel and salient features 
of the invention, but have so inextricably mixed the new and 
the old that the Examineris unable to discover anything oi 
patentable novelty in the application, 

Fifth. Modifications of the invention, and which are the sub- 
stantial equivalents of the improvement in question, may be, 
and often should be, included in the specification and draw- 
ings of the patent. Itis of course impossible foran inventor, 
at the very outset, to foretell with absolute certainty the very 
best manner or form in which his invention may be embodied 
in a working machine or apparatus, and itis his privilege and 
right to incorporate in his patent equivalent forms of his 
Invention, However, in certain cases it is policy not to show 
and describe certain modifications of the invention, for the fol- 
lowing reason: The rule with respect to modifications is this— 
The inventor may show and describe In his application’ o* 
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tay: ad claim of the patent is invalid, a4" “-,. the 
dean patentee would be left without any protec! ee: «how? 
ere modifications, because the fact of their be!M# uring 

eseribed in the patent bars the inventor front ™ puch 
Protection for them by subsequent patents. Howey” ie oa 
skill, €xperience, and food judgment must be exercise’ 4 be 
ape in determining as to Just what modification shoul 
be “Beira ina patent, and as to those that 


herefrom and reserved for separate patents: 


1 | THE CLAIMS. a Ater Gh 
actual value ofa patent is measured by the charact® lu- 
the claims, A patent disclosing a most meritorious and its 
apie Invention may be practically worthless by reason of Ih 
narrow and restricted claims, and, on the other han‘ 1 
disclosing an invention of little practical value in the forn 
shown and described in the patent, may be of enormous vee 
by reason of its broad and comprehensive claims, The Bel 
telephone patent is a prominent exa mple ofthe last-ment ioned 
class, Atonetime the impression prevailed to a greut extent 
that the essential thing to insure protection was a patent of 
some kind, and little attention was given to the claims, but the 
manufacturing public has now been educated to understand 
that the vital and all-important part ofa patent is its claims. 
Little or no respect is now paid to a patent with narrow and 
restricted claims, The owner can not dispose of it; neithercan 
he enforce itas against flagrant infringers of the real invention 
ofthe patent. Butiftheinvention {s valuable and well-covered 
and protected by strong and properly-worded claims, the pat- 
ént ls pat.anly resnected, but is readily endorsed by manufue- 
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turers, thelr consttting counsel, and meets with prompt sale 
and adoption. If applications for patents were properly pre- 
pared and prosecuted at the outset, it would greatly decrease 
patent litigution, because the rights of the inventors would 
stand ountinsuchclearand unmistakable languageintheclaims 
of their patents that rival partlesand would-be infringers would 
not care or dare trench upon or invade the protected territory 
ofthe patentce, Infringers rarely, if ever, copy a patented de- 
vice, but make such alterations in form and construction as 
will enable them to attain the same result as the patentee with- 
out infringing theterms of his claims, Whena patentee learns 
that his claims are so loosely worded that infringers can and 
are driving through them with impunity, the only resource left 
him is tosurrender his patentand obtain a reissue with broader 
and more substantial claims. But by many recent decisions 
of the courts, the rule is now firmly established that it is only in 
exceptional cases that the original patent can be corrected by @ re- 
issue. The exceptional cases will be referred toin a subsequent 
paragraph devoted to Reissues. However, it isa great mis- 
fortune to be obliged to reissuea patent, even thoughit can be 
done, and this is true for severa. reasons. It costs but a little, 
ifany, more to secnre a good patentat the outset than a poor 
one, and hence, ifapplications are entrusted toskilled and com- 
petent attorneys In the first instance, no necessity will there- 
after arlse for the extra expense and delay incurred in procur- 
inga reissue. Again, whena patented invention is valuable, 
infringements are liable to follow in the wake of the patentee, 
and should suit be brought on an original patent, evenafter the 
lnpse of several years, the patentee is entitled to collect all dama- 
ges or prosits that have accrued from the date of his original patent, 
But if it is found that, by reason ofthe defective preparationand 
prosecution of the original patent, a relssue must be obtained 
in order to maintain a suit, (he patentee is obliged to relinquish 
all claims for damages or prosits that have accrued prior 14 the 


date of his reissue. , : 







is DRAFTING CLAIMS. 

DRAFTING CLAIMS. 

raft the claims foran appl{- 
t is imperatively necessary to know just 
what has been done by others in the’ same line of Inventions, 
and, as stated with respect to the drafting of the specification, 
this information ean be had only by a thorough research th rough 
(he records of the Patent Office. After the attorney has fami}. 
larized himself with the prior art, he can then clearly point out 
and distinguish in the claims the invention from prior inyen- 
tions in the same class of improvements. Great skilland care 
must be exercised in drafting the claims, 50 that they will be 
interpreted and construed by the courts in BUR manner as tg 
be sustained and fully protect the inventor. This requires a 
thorough knowledge of court decisions and of Patent OMice 
practices. The claims must not be functional or cover a result 


Before it is possible to properly d 


cation for a patent I 


I merely, and they must not be for mere aggregations of parts, 
| | They must not be worded in such general language as to be in- 
| ticipated in terms bya prior invention; ane, on theother hana, 
iit they must not be so restricted as to but partially cover the jn. 


vention of the applicant. 
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REASONS FOR SECURING A NUMBER OF CLAIMs, 


_ The question is often asked, if a single broad claim coverg 
and protects the invention, why should more than one claim 
© secured ina patent? 

The following are among the reasons that induce attorneys 
to secure a number of claims in addition to the broad claim ; 

Should a suit be instituted on a patent containing buta sing}, 
broad claim, and the defendant should succeed in unca rthing 
hn anticipation of the broad and general {erms oftheclaim, the 
Patent would be declared invalid and the complainant woulg 
of Course failin his suit; but If, in addition .o the broad Claim 
6 patent contained a number of claims, graduated in.scone 
8nd of less scope than the broad claim, the defendant might 


= 


= 
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be unable to anticipate the more restricted claims, so that the 
patent might be susta.ned broadly enough to warrant thecourt 
in enjoining the defendant and compelling him to account for 
his infringement. 

The better practice Is to draft as many claims as are necessary 
to cover the invention, not only broadly, but specifically, as 
well, and to graduate the scope ofthe claims by slight restric- 
tions from the broad claim downwardly tothe narrowestclalm. 
It costs the patentee no more to secure a dozen claims than 
it does to secure one. Ifasingle one of the claims does in fact 
effectually protect his invention, the remaining claims can not 
injure his patent; but if, after it is too late to correct his patent, 
he finds that a single claim does not protect him, he may have 
reason to thank his attorney for his perseverance in securing a 
number of claims, some of which afford the desired protection, 


THE USE OF LETTERS OF REFERENCE OR OF WORDS OP 
RESTRICTION SHOULD NEVER BE MADE IN 
A CLAIM IF POSSISLE TO AVOID IT. 

W hile it has been the universal doctrine of the courts that the 
claims of patenture entitled toa liberal constructionand will 
cover any ond all substantial equivalents of the invention 
pointed out in the claim, decisions have accumulated very rap- 
idly during the last few years which hold that where a claim 
is limited by plain and unmistakable language to a specific 
construction of device or combination of parts the patentee Is 
bound by such limitations and is not entitled to dominate or 
cover structures Which are outside of the plain language of his 
claim... Hence, toavold the danger of having any unnecessary 
limitations placed upon the claim, the safer plan is toavoid the 
uso of letters of reference therein and also to employ words of 
description which are sufficiently broad and general in thelr 
meaning and definition to cover and include not only the par- 
ticular construction of devices shown and described In the pats 
ent, but all substantial equivalents as well, 
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COMBINATION CLAIMS. 
Nearly all of the patents thatare now being granted are based 





ber of such patents have been found to be practically worth- 
less, capitalists and patentees view such patents with much 
suspicion,and hesitate in embarking In an enterprise based on 
the protection afforded by a Combination Patent. Tho evil 
existing in this class of patents hasits source notin the form 
of the claim, not because of the combination claims, but in the 
character and scope of the claim, because the most valunble 


patents in existence are dependent for their yalue on combina- 


tion claims. 
A combination claim is not infringed unless all of the ele- 


ments specified in the claim, or their mechanical equivalents, 
are combined and arranged in substantially the same way and 
adapted to produce substantially the same result. Hence, the 
greater the number of elements specifled in the elaim the 
easier it will be toavoidit. A combination claim consisting of 
six elements can be evaded much easier than one comprising 
but three elements. Again, a combination claim consisting of 
several elements, cach limited toa specific form or construe- 
tion, is more easily evaded than a claim in which the parts 
are referred to generally instead of specifically. For these rea- 
sons an attorney in drafting combination claims should first 
ascertain Just what parts of the machine or device are its con- 
trolling or.salient features and indispensable to its operation. 
He should then drafta claim and cover broadly a combination 
consIsting of the least number of the prominent and important 
elements of the machine that can possibly be selected which 
will comprise a legitimate combination of parts. Having done 
this, the attorney should then endeavor to picture to himself 
6Ome other combination of parts Whica would‘accomplish the 
fame resultand still evade the claim Should an alternative 
combination occur to hiin, lie should then revise the wording 

“his claim and employ terms of such scope in Ineaning that 


on Combination Claims; but, owing to the fact thata large nume- 
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‘claim will cover not only the combination of parts shown 
1 described, but other and equivalent combinations as wel}, 
© Same course should be pursued in drafting the remaining 
ims of the application. By giving each case fulland carefu} 
‘sideration and preparing the claims in the manner speci. 
i, the invention can be securely protected by combination 
ims. 
A patentee may limit his claim in his specification to one partic 
v form of machine, and exclude all others, Insucnh a case he is. 
ured only fo the particular form claimed. The patent law was 
suded to secure to the inventor his whole invention or discovery, 
not uniess he clatated to be secured tn the whole. Lf he claims only 
art, such partis only secured fo fim,” (American Pin Co, v. Oak- 
€ Pin Co., 3 Blatehf., 193.) 

\ PROCESS OR METHOD CLAIMS. 

here ts a class of Inventions in which the means employed 
carrying the inventions into effect are of comparatively 
le importance. In fuct, there are many cases tn which It. 
uld be impossible to cover and protect the invention by 
ims on the machine, orapparatus, or devices resorted to In. 
cticing the invention, and this is owing to the fact that the 
1 discovery and Inyention consists Ina new method rather 
ninany particularmeans foraccomplUshinga certain result, 
n view of the fact that claims toa process or method, and the 
Mtratus or the means forearrying the method into effectcan 
»inall cases be included In the same application or patent, 
y attorney must be capable of determining at the outset 
ether his elient’sinterests wlll be best protected bya method 
1 machine patent, and act accordingly In the preparation of 
Sapplication. 

DRAWINGS. 

he value and even the validity of a patent often depends on 
.character, clearness, and sufficiency of Its drawings, There. 
thousands of existing patents In which the improvements 
partially or very poorly fllustrated,and when an attemptis. 
de to dispose of such patents the vagueness, defects, and 
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MODELS. | 


: ‘ 
inaccuracies of the drawings often prejudice capitalists EROS 
manufacturers against the invention, which, in fact, may gpplicant. Asan 
decided merit and value, and would have met with readyj tage Upon an app! 

had the drawings of the patent portrayed the invention { wiser plan not tou 
skillful and artistic manner. Again, when patents of this application after tl 
are brought into court, the uncertainty and ambiguity of} The application 
drawings often enuble the opposing experts to mystify charge of the partic 
judges as to the construction, relative arrangement, and q Must take its turn 
bination of parts which were actually intended to be coyg filing, the rule bein 
and protected by the patentee. In all cases intrusted to mej be examined outofi 
drawings are made under my personal supervision by a ski] takes the case up fo 
draftsman in my constant employ, and every precautlog Mine whether or no 
taken that the inventions are fully and clearly shown by dif pared, and second! 
ent views, so as to be readily understood by the Examineni™vention is describe 
the Patent Office and comprehended by the public when |the case present and 
patent Is granted. the application is ca! 
MODELS, the question of divis 
Under the present practice of the Patent Office models n@0M°! 1" person, but 
not be furnished unless specially called for by the Com case until the questlo 
sioner of Patents. But this requirement is rarely ever mg fleations and drawin 
Whenever a model Is demanded by the Patent Officea work (108 Uscloses and ela 
model is preferable, as it serves tolmpart a better Meu 4 Proceeds to investigé 
understanding of the invention than can be gained if it be qibvention. Should & 
and imperfectin construction. A working model also sop otims, orany of ther 
to advertise the improvement to the large number of yigjj {24 the patent grante 
constantly passing through the Model Galleries of the Pat {2° of twenty dollars 
Office. The model must not exceed twelve inches either g Patent or publication- 


to comply with the rule of the Patent Ofice. Which, in his opinio's 
eomplete invention, ® 


PROSECUTION OF AN APPLICATION IN THE PaTenreasons or citations © 
OFFICE. , letter of rejection 1s [> 
An application prepared and executed in due form when fi C28, 
in the Patent Office has recorded thereon the date of pli The fateoftheappucm 
Which date, for the purposes of a contest with an y other a depends on the work 
“ation, is the presumptive or record date of Invention by] An Incompetent or & 
Claims that have bee™ 
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-CUTION OF AN APPLICATION, 23 


irly record date often confersa greatadvan- 
cant in an interference proceeding, it is the 
iduly delay the preparation and filing ofan 
+invention has once been completed. 
3 then assigned to the Examiner having 
larclassto which theinvention relates, and 
or examination with others in the order of 
y rigidly enforced that no application will 
sregularorder,. The Examinerinductime 
examination, his first duty being to deter- 
the papers and drawings are properly pre- 
,to ascertain whether more than a single 
dand claimed in theapplication, Should 
claim two or more inventions a division of 
ied for. Ir'rom the Examiner’s decision on 
on an appeal may betaken tothe Commis- 
no action Will be madeon the meritsof the 
of division Issettled, Provided. hespect- 
sg are properly prepared and the applica- 
ims only wsingleinvention, the Examiner 
ite the prior art to test the novelty of the 
o references be found that anticipate the 
), the application is immediately allowed 
dlon the payment of the final Government 
— Should the Examiner discover a prior 
_one or more—cither American or foreig™s 
anticipates any orall ofthe elaims orthe 
Y proceeds to reject the case, giving his 
yn Which each claim fs refused, and the 
rwarded to the attorney in charge of the 


ation or the value ofthe patent, ifgranted, 
of the attorney at this stage of the cuse: 
dishonest attorney will often cancel all 
rejected by the Examinerand Jet the casé 












2 | PROSECUTION OF AN APPLICATION. 


go to alowance on some meagre and limited cle 
have escaped the rejection, or, in the event that a 
aro rejected, will substitute a single narrow claim 
original claims, and in this way obtain an allow 
practice results in a worthless patent, but insures 
his fee provided itis contingent on success. In : 
cases the references of rejection simply anticipate 
the claim and not the real invention, and, in t! 
attorney should simply change the wording of tl 
out limiting its scope in the least, and in this ma 
full protection for the invention as would have 
plished by the claims originally filled. Bhould 
» actually anticipate the claim, then it becomes n 
draftand restrict it; but great care should be exe 
ing nounnecessary imitation ontheclaim, Its) 
down in scope barely suflicient toa void the refe 
® whit more, and thus save eve rything possiblea 
that can be protected by a patent. On the othe 
the attorney conclude that the references cite, 
“nticipate the spirit or terms of the claims, he g} 
Change or amend them, but take prompt mensy 
the Examiner of his client’s right to their allow 
This can be best accomplished by @ persona , 
1¢ Examiner, with theapplication and referen, 
them, ‘The attorney and Examiner can anq , 
Agreement more promptly and more satisfacto, 
“han is pessible to be accomplished by a go, 
Ww titine, Theattorney can explain tothe Exan 
N the references do not meet the invention ing 
set forth the particulars wherein the Inventig), 
S$ better in its construction or Arrangemen;, 
©Peration than the references, and can Mecet 
Views with respect to any slight change {ny th 
Slama Notwithstanding theadvantage or Pe 
4 
N prosecuting an application for a patent (a 


f LS. -_ 
| APPEA 25 
attorneys ear to make a special trip to Washington in an Ord} 
an not aflore : aay é : - 
m that mi vy case for such purpose), it is not pepe the case that 
we clat har : number of amendments and aah Swe acre in 
Nn liey oft are : : : ‘can secure an anvOWaANCE of the ] 
| rney can Cliin 
uwnee, § x case before an atto 1s 


i -o necessary tO thoroughly protect the invention. In 
coe ‘oc. and perhaps in a majority of cases, more time: 
lany cases, ane -e required in the proper prosecution ofan ay. 
abor, and eas oe expended in its preparatidn, . } 
ig ¢ vent, CN eee wars thing to cancel a claim in an original a 
© claim wit, 7 e f Tkuout substituting another claim therefor, proy 
iner secureeet eo” ¥ i the elaim is not fully and squarely anticipatea bya 
CEN acca. thet a and this is true for the following reason: Should 
the referent o" eat ee on a patent, and it be established that in the 
cossary tome Do Drove: he application a broad claim which would have 
prosecution of Lhe ap] ts dav , 
Telsed In p Acarly and fully covered detendant’s device was canceled by 
Ould be pare yo attorney, 2nd the patent allowed to issue on claims go re- 
~hees, but NMorricted in terms as to require a most liberal interpretation by 
tthe} nventldy, 4 courts in order to cause itto cover the defendant, the courts 
* and, Shothyonid hold that the inventor in such case can not recover, as 
i do not faith e abandoned his claim to such broad invention by erasing the 
Ould declinetyaim thereto while the case was pending in the Patent Office. 
TES Lo CONVING, gain itis dangerous to cancel a claim to which the inventor 
ince, \s fairl + entitled, because the original patent can not be reissued 
onterence Witind the canceled claim reinstated In the reissue. In such case 
“S Spread befohye courts hold that the Inventor Is bound by the act of his at- 
"AL come to tornoy, and if, through a mistake In Judgment or the incompe- 
Y in its resulkoncy ie theattorney, aclajm was wrongfully and unnecessarlly 
respondence Danceled in the prosecution of the original application, the in- 
ner just Wherlventor can not secure such claim by way ofa reissue, 
Claims, and cal 
Ol the applican APPEALS, 


Parts or in ib 4 gor having exhausted all other resources without convince 
a Examiner yo the Examiner that the invention is patentable in view © 
> Wording of | 


Mire prior art, the applicant nay take an appeal to the Roard © 
‘Onalinterview _ 


‘ Qithough al 


the atto 
*Sreat m 
the terms; 


ppli- 
ided, 
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Examiners-in Chief. While it is not necessary in the majoy 
of cases to resort to an appeal, it is in some cases, and when jf 
required the attorney should prepare and filean argument 
support of his appeal, and should put in an appearance on jj 
day of hearing, and present an oral argument on behalf of b, 
client. An attorney residing at Washington can present bh 
case, by an oral argument, with little or no additional expen, 
to his client, and with the same advantages as accrue from py 
. sonal interviews with the Examiner. Itaffordsthe attorneys 

; opportunity to fully and freely discuss every polut Involve 
and to meet every objection that may be raised by any of tj 

| members of the Board of Appeals. It rarely happens that jt 
necessary, in ex parte appeals, provided the case presents ay 
merit whatever, to carry the case beyond the Board, Howeve 
it is sometimes necessary to carry the case Up On appeal to th 
Commissioner in person. } 


INTERFERENCES 


| Are proceedings instituted by the Patent Office “for the nif 
| Pose of determining the question of priority of invention b. 
- tween two or more parties claiming substantially the sam 
patentable invention. The fact that one of the parties py 
already obtained a patent will not prevent an Interference; 4 
although the Commissioner has no power to cancel a patent, 5 
May granta patent for the same invention to another persg 
Who proves to be tho prior inventor.” After the preliminary 
declaration of an interference, each party thereto is require ! 
Mle a statement under oath, setting forth when he first col 
Celved the invention; first disclosed it to others; first. mado 
rawing: first made a model, and first reduced it to pract; 
‘n the subsequent taking of testimony each party Is bound 
he ®2Vverments made in thelr preliminary statements, ang cal 
Hot avail themselves of any proofs that carry the date of the} 
“Yention prior to the date set up in thelr preliminary gta, 
"nt. To preparr a correct statement requires an intelligey 





: 
\ 





REISSUES. oT 


Ppreciation of the scope and intent of the “issue” involved, 

nd owing to the fact that but few inventors have such infor- 
mation, the safest plan for an inyentor is to have a persona} 
Mmterview with an attorney and obtain his assistance in the 
-rafting of a preliminary statement. Under the Rules of Prac. 
fice, neither party to an interference can inspect the case of his 
“"pponent until after the preliminary statements have been 
=pened. Immediately after the statements are opened, the 
-ttorney should examine his opponent's application for the 
2urpose of ascertaining for acertainty whether or not the inter- 
erence has been properly declared; if not, motion should be 
nade at once fora dissolution of theinterference. Ontheother 
aand, if the interference is well grounded, times are fixed for 
he taking of testimony. In view of the fact that questions 
roncerning “‘reduction to practice,” “abandonment,” public 
ise,”’ “Joint inventorship,” and other similar questions are con- 
jtantly arising in interference proceedings, the testimony 
should be taken and the interference proceedings conducted by 
ny attorney having a thorough knowledge of and famillarity 
vith Patent Office practice. My fee in interference proceedings 
s dependent upon the labor and time required in the care and 
onduct of each particular case, 





REISSUES, 
During the past few years the courts have adopted a radically 
ew policy and rule in theirtreatment and disposition of reissue 
atents. From the time of the enactment of the Patent Laws 
\p to within a comparatively recent date it was the universal 
ractice of the ccurts to uphold and sustain the claim of ® 
aigsue patent (though expanded tn scope and made to cover 
;uch more territory than the clatms of the original patent), — 
rovided it could be shown that the inventor was rightfully 
ntitled to the expanded and corrected claims in his origin! 
atent, but falled to secure them originally through error oO 
,dgment, Inadvertence, accident, or mistake on the part of the 









98 REISSU ES. 
inventor, or by reason of some blunder or unskilled work 
the part of an incompetent solicitor in the prosecution of | 
‘origina! application, and theright to reissue and secure broai 
claims was notin anywise abridged by reason of delay in fil 
the reissue application. When the old and liberal practlee 
granting reissues prevailed, the inventors were not so parth 
lar about the claims of their original patents, because they W 
assured that they could reissueand correct their patents ata 
time should it be deemed necessary so to do, But, as stale 
the practice relative to the granting of relssues has been Mm 
eally changed. Under the present practice claims will not 
granted in a’ reissue for anything and everything that mig 
have been claimed in the original, but only for the invents 
that was actually patented in theoriginal patent. Again, Ifa 
claim orclaims were cancelled in the prosecution of the origin 
application, such claim or claims can not be incorporated is 
reissue. Again, a reissue will nol be granted with claiins broad 
than the claims of the original patent unless the veissue applit 
tion is jilled within two years afler the date of the original patent, 

See Swain ‘urbine & Mfg. Co. v. Ladd, 1 0, G., 62; Miller 
Co., cv. Bridgeport Brass Co.; James v. Campbell, 21 0. G,,2 
Kells v. McKenzie, 20 O, G., 1663, and Powder Co.,, v, Powd 
Works, 98 U.S., 126. 

Under the present rulings of the courts patentees will} 
obliged to abandon the course heretofore adopted by man 
Which consists in securing an original patent regardless of | 
Claims, with the intention of reissulng and perfecting theela{y 
“4t Some future time, It will beclear to every inventor that t| 
Only safe course of procedure now Is to have the original pate 
Secured with the most perfect claims to be obtained, My a 
Vice to those owning patents of comparatively recent date is| 
Submit them without delay to a competent patent attorney f 
“Xamination as to their scope and strength, and Ifit js four 
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that the patent can be strengthened bya reissue, tO make appli. 
cation immediately for a reissue patent. Parties desiring my 
services in examining their patents witha view to obtaining g 
reissue should give me the numberand date of their patentang 
call attention to any particular point or feature which it js 
desired to strengthen in the claim, and remit $10, upon receipt 
of which I will give the mattercareful consideration and exum}- 
nation and render a report as to the advisability of filing a re- 
issue application, Ifthe reissue application is proceeded With, 
the remittance of $10 will beapplied toward the payment of the 
remaining tees, 


REJECTED CASES. 


Many valuable and important inventions are noW numbered 
among rejected cases of the Patent Office. Althougha case may 
have been rejected several times, a valid patent can oftentimes 
be procured by either revising the oldapplication or by flling a 
new one, provided the invention has not been putin publie use 
or on sale more than two years prior to flling the new applica- 
tion. When rejected cases are intrasted to my care, new speci- 
fications and drawings are prepared, the sameasif an appll- 
cation had never been flled in the Patent Office. My fees for 
handling rejected cases are ordinarily the sameas for original 
applications, 

CAVEATS. 


Ifan invention is partly completed, and the inveator desires 
more time to perfect the same, a caveat will prevent a patent 
from issuing toanother party for the same invention within 
i year from the date of filing the caveat. In my Judgment 
money expended in filing caveats had much better be invested 
in filing an application fora patent, as, in the great majority of 
ceases, the inventions revealed in caveats are sulliciently ad- 
rmanced to warrant the obtaining of letters patent. 
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DESIGNS. 
ur ft 
Section 4929, Revised Statutes, in force prior to me }, 1902, 
provided for the grant of design patents for ‘any new, Usesil, 
and original shape or configeration of any article of manu. 
facture.” This word “useful” received widely different inter. 
pretations by the Courts and by the changlog Patent Office 
Administrations. Sume hetd that it referred only to the 
appearance of the design, and others that it referred Lo its 
jnechanical functions as well. Under the latter doctrine design 
patents were granted for all manner of things; for horse-shoe 
calks, claw hammers, can opencrs, plow points, shovels, and 
innumerable other articles and things which are Whoily lack. 
ing in beauty or ornamentation, and many of which are 
entirely concealed from view when in Use. When it was found 
impossible to obtain a mechanical patent, an upplication 
would be made for a design patent, and under the law as it 
stood prior to May 9, 1902. a large number of such patents were 
granted, all of which are invalid and_worthiess under the 
rulings in Rowe vs. Blodgett, 103 Fed., 873; 112 i ed. Gl; Katon 
Ty, Lewis, 115 Fed., 635; and Bradley vs. Eccles, 122 Fed,, 871, 
he section in question was amended May 9, 1902, SO 2s to pro- 
vide for design patents for “any new, original, and ornamental 
esign forany article of manufacture.” Under this section ag 
amended, design patents are granted only for ornamenta] 
arncles. or for purely ornamental features of useful articles, 
a Ay obtain iL eslen patent, the applicant should forward me 
wt rawing, sketch, or photograph of his design, On receipt of 
poh Iwill make an Fivest gation and ascertain whether or 
Will tie design is novel and patentable, and in the event it Is, J 
1en proceed and prepare the application. 
x TRADE-MARKS. 
doy neemar is a sign, symbol, figure, letter, word, or other 
Whi ae to indicate the author or manufacturer of the article ty 
urti oh {tis applied, Itisa guaranty of the genuineness of ay 
ange aad serves to guide it from the manufacturer into the 
ids of the consumer. It protects the manufacturer by 
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securing to him the fruit of his industry and skill and protects 
the public against imposition and fraud. Trade-marks often 
become extremely valuable; they stand sponsor for the genu 

jneness, worth, and merit of an article that has attained an 
enviable and widespread reputation. Our rapidly widening 
minarkets subject our manufacturers to correspondingly widen- 
ing competition with similar articles made both here and 
abroad, Hence itis not only advisable, but highly important, 
that every manufacturer or producer should adoptand register 
a suitable trade-mark to distinguish his goods from others of a 
siinilar Character, and thereby protect himself against piracy 
and fraud. Persons desiring to register a trade-mark should 
send meu copy of the mark and in the event [should find it # 
proper word, symbol, or device fora trade-mark, an investiga- 
tlon Will be made for the purpose of ascertaining Whether or 
not it has already been registered, In the event of a favorable 
finding, the application will be prepared and forwarded to the 
applicant for signature and execution, 


LABELS. 

Labels for boxes, packages, merchandise, and bottles for al! 
kinds of liquids, medicines, may be registered, provided the 
labels exhibitartistic or literary morit. Labels must be sone 
thing more than a trade-mark, and must be registered before 
publication. Persons desiring to register a label should send 
mo Six coples of the label, together with $11.00, on receipt © 
which I will at once prepare the necessary papers and forward 
them for signature and execution. 


COPYRIGHTS. 

Tho author, inventor, designer, or proprietor of any pook, 
mup, chart, dramatic or musical composition, engraving: cul, 
print, photograph, painting, drawing, statute, model, or design 
may oblin exclusive protection therefor by securing & copy 
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nt. Those desiring to obtain copyrights should send met he 
ae of the book, print, photograph, or article, orifa copyright 
I desired for a painting, drawing, statute, or cut, send the 
a tended title and also a brief description, and I wit! have the 
title rinted and recorded in accordance with law. My charge 
for 2 btaining acopyrightis$>. Copyrights are granted tor the 
term of twenty-eight years subject to a renewal for fourtcen 
additional years. To be valid, the title must be recorded and 
two printed copies of the title deposited in the Library of 
Congress before the publication of tne work. 


VALIDITY SEARCHES AND OPINIONS. 


Investigations wlil be madeand opinions rendered concerning 
the validity of a patent, and also whether one patent is ati in- 
fringement of another. A trustworthy. opinion can vot be 
given inany case without making an exhaustive examination 
of all American and foreign patents pertaining to the cliss of 
improvements to which the case under consideration reintes, 
The purpose of such careful search is to ascertain just the 
scope that may be properly accredited the claim or ciiims of 
the patent. Ifitis found that others have patented muchinery 
ncapied 10 perform the same result, then the jater parcnutee is 
held to his improved construction, and a more literal interpre: 
tation must be given the claims of the patent. On the other 
hand, if the improvement is strictly new and original with the 
patentee, his claims are entitled to receive the most liberal 
construction. The fees charged for an opinion depend on the 
avo: Oftime and labor expendedin making an exainination 

id preparing the opinion. 


IN GENERAL. 


aes ing my experience of more than twenty-eight years CXitmM- 
haa Cane aring,and prosecuting applications for patents, 1] have 
Ventioy 4510 to familiarize nyself with almostevery class of jin- 
that « 'S, and with the practice of the Patent Office, and believe 
‘onsen information and experience will be of benetit ang 

Addition Such as may entrust their cases tO my handling, Jn 
Kaged nc to my practice before the Patent Office, I aim also en. 
States CO Counsel in different infringement suits in the United 
Court of ee and being a member of the bar of the Suprenmy, 
Patent . the United States, myservices can be retaiued in 
“@uses in either the supreme or Circult Courts. 


il 








COST OF SECURING A PATENT. the 


COST OF SECURING A PATENT AND HOW TO OBTAIN Owe 
When an inventor desires to secure a patent he should first 
ascertain whether or not his invention Is noveland patentable. 
This requires an exhaustive search among all prior patents in 
the class to which the invention relates. My invariable prac- 
tice ls to make a preliminary examination in all cases, and hence 
if the Invention Is found disclosed Ina patent already granted, 
my client is saved any further expense. Should an Inventor 
desire my services he should send a rough sketch or model (pre- 
paying express charge on a model), and an explanation of his 
invention, addressed to H, A. SEyMouR, PATENT ATTORNEY, 
WASHINGTON, D. C.,and enclose, by draft or post-office order or 
check, flve dollars for a preliminary examination, I will then 
make a careful examination and render a full report as to the 
resultof my scarch, Iftheinventlon Is found to be patentable, 
the fee for the preliminary examination 1s applied toward the 
payment of tho remaining fees. Hencea preliminary examina- 
tion costs nothing extra ifthe Invention {fs found to be novel and 
patentable, while the inventor {fs saved any further expense i 
the invention Is found to be anticipated by some prior patent. 
If the report Is favorable and tho inventor desires to proce® 
with an application, he should remit twenty dollars, the balancé 
of the first Installment of fees, with his request, on recelp® © 
which the application papers will be prepared and sent to him 
for his execution. When an inventor {ganxtous to haste? mal 
ters and secure n patent atthe earllest moment possible, he m4 
forward his sketch or model ana description and twenty? 
OU adapta abet of fees. A preliminary baa is 
tion ®° Immediately, and if the inve® 
: o be anticipated by : ’ tur? 
foundt pated bya patentalready granted I will t° 
twenty dollars to the inventor and retain five dollars for ™Y 
vices. If,on tho other hand, the improvement 13 found ee 
novel and patentable, the necessary papers for an ®pP “ne 
for % patent willl be at once prepared and forwarde | 
inventor for his signature, In cases whero an carly resu 












34 SCHEDULE OF FEES. 
important, the Jatter course will be the most entisfictory, is no 
will be lost in transmitting correspondence relative to the 
preliminary steps to be taken. in either case the first install- 
ment of fees, viz., twenty-five dollars, should be remitted be- 
fore the application papers are prepared, and on recelpt of this 
amount the necessary papers will be prepared and forwarded 
for the signature and execution of the inventor, ho in return. 
ing the case will remit twenty-five dollars additional, which 
amount, together with the fees first sent, covers the first Goy- 
ernment fee of fifteen dollars, and the attorney’s fees in fullof 
thirty-five dollars, making a total cost of fifty dollars for pre- 
paring and filing anapplication, When the patent is allowed, 
the official notice ofalluwance will be forwarded, and on receipt 
of the final Government tee of twenty dollars the patent will 
be forwarded to the patentee, The final government tec may 
be paidat any time within six months after the date of the 
allowance of the application. The charges specified are those 
fixed for all ordinary cases. In cases requiring more than one 
sheet of drawings to illustrate the invention, a charge of five 


dollars extra will be made for euch additional sheet, 
SCHEDULE OF FEES. 

Gov'l Allt'ys ,,, 
Fees, Lees. Total, 


zimec 


Fora ROU Ge EN Loos pg ftae eh fue: 2 les $59 $35 $7 
ForaCaveat......... ene «5. Diet or, <5 
MONE ROIESUB! 3). 5 one/v's Gs « s10 sete 30 50 80 
Por Design for 3! years... - Kap? ais he cee 10 lo 25 
aii Design for7 years....--+::°«*- W lo 30 
Foran forldyears...---++2-+-+* Ul 15 45 
K LEO GM i rictes wise gla eh = 6 8 eee 2 29 1 40 
Or Labels; ...... Fee ee eae a hh 5 Il 
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10 15 25 
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FOREIGN F..TENTS. 


BS 
FOREIGN PATENTS. 


Owing to the great demand in foreign countries for the im 
Provements of American inventors, and the large remuneration 
often derived by American patentees from the sale of their for_ 
eign patents, the soliciting of foreign patents has rapidly tn- 
creased during the past few years, and caused me to devote 
especial attention to this branch of work, 

The law of July 8, 1870, by its unfortunate wording, was 5O 
construed thatit worked great injustice to American inventors, 
and made it exceedingly difficult for them to obtain valid for- 
eign patents without shortening the life of their American 
patents. The law which goes into effect January 1, 1898, as has 
been fully set forth in the article devoted toits discussion and 
explanition, enables American inventors to obtain foreign pat- 
ents without in anywise endangering the validity of, or curtall- 
ing the life of, their American patents. Onall applications flled 
in this country on and after January 1, 1898, the inventor may 
proceed at once and file applications in foreign countries, and 
even though tho foreign patents should be the first to issue, 
that fact will in nowise affect the Validity or the life of the sub- 
sequently granted United States patents. With but few exceP~ 
tions foreign patents are granted as applied for, and without 
inquiry as to the novelty or Originality of the invention; the 
validity of tho patent when granted remaining for the deter 
mination of the courts, Hence the mere grant of a foreign P® 
ent raises no presumption Whatever with respect to ‘ts scopes a 
strength, or validity, ali such matters being largely depende” 
upon tho skill, experience, ana integrity of the attorney Ww 
prepares the application, 3; in 

The Boke yaieh follows glves the prominent {oO te a 
the systems of the leading foreign countries where patents 
be obtained, | 

Canada, 

A Canadian patent covers the Provinces of Ontarlo, Quorn 
Nova Scoula, New Brunswick, British Columbia, and Mani 
Population, 4,833,239; area, 3,456,883 square iniles, Term 
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extensible to 12 and 18 years by payment of $2 before 

ox piration, respectively, of the sixth and twelfth years; oon 

gos. If invention has been for more than a year previously 

patented in any country a Canadian patent can not be granted. 
Great Britain. 

A British patent covers England, Ireland, Scotland, Wales, 
and the Channel Islands. Population, 38,104,975; area, 120,979 
square miles; cost, $125. Term, l4 years. Tax required annu- 
ally after fourth year. Invention mustnothave been published 
4n the realm prior to the date of the application. If desired, 
instead of taking out the final patent at the outset, a provi- 
sional patent may be taken outata cost of $100 in advance, and 
625 within nine months thereafter, which completes final pat- 
ent. By securing provisional patent opportunity is given to 
introduce in the final patent any improvement that may have 
peen made between the dates of said Installment fees. 








France. 
Population, 38,343,192; area, 201,092 square miles, Term, 15 
years; cost, $100. Annual tax required. Patent must be worked 
within two years, and not afterwards ceased for two conse- 
cutive years, unless, in either cise, such inaction can be jus- 


tified. 
Germany. 

A German patent covers Prussia, Bavaria, Baden, Saxony, 
“nd Wurtemburg. Area, 208,670 square miles; population, 
40,428,470. Term, 15 years; cost, $100, Tax required yearly, In- 
vention must not have been described in ary printed publica. 
tlon or publicly used in Germany at the date of application, 
; atentee must endeavor to work the patent, and must not re. 
iste licenses upon adequate compensation when the publie 

rest demands the use of the invention. 

P, Belgium, 
ms ©pulation, 6,262,272: area, 11,373 square mlies. Term, 20 years; 

Pires with expiration of any previous forelgn patent on same 
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Invention. Invention must be worked in Belgium Within , 
year ofits working in any forelgn country. Working must aA 
cease for one year, if during that time the Invention is being 
worked in any other country, unless such inaction can be jus. 
tiled. Patentis void ifinvention Is publicly known in Belgium 
prior to application, foreign official publications excepted. 
Cost, $75. Jx to be paid annually. 

Spain, 

A Spanish patent covers Spain, Cuba, Porto Rico, and Phil. 
lippine Isiands. Population, 18,000,000; area, 200,000 square 
miles. Terra, 20 years, reduced to 10 years if invention has for 
two years »roviously been patented or published in any coun- 
try. Patent must be worked within two years. Cost, $75. An- 
nual ta xeg, 


Austria, 

Term, 15 ears. Invention must not be publicly known in the 
realm at the time of application. Patent must be worked 
within one year, and must not afterward cease for two conse 
cutive yerrs, Cost, $100. Tax required annually. 


Same asin Austria. Hungary. 
Population, 99,553. . Russia. ot 6 
opulk »W,003,02415 aren, “2,095,501 square miles. Te nn - 


years. Patent to be worked within five cant st, $179- 
_pbual ix required, iln five y ears. Co ’ 
| a Italy, we 

BOP Makeast 30,724,897 ; trea, 110,623 square miles. Teron 
years, invention must be new tn Italy at filing of @PPHC® yin 
forelgn Soles Publications excepted | Must be workes Ms ¢100- 
two years, ANd not Censo fortwr , : 4 . *: | 4st, * 
Tax required annually. two consecutive years: 


Tae Deonma ior 

Population, “185,335 ; area sph : iles Inver ust 

must be new In Denman} » 40,259 square miles. fanit gl 
Eat time of application. Fa apne 


be worked within three 


tax required. Cost, sion ears, and yearly thereaftel _ 
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| Norwny. | 
Population, 2,000,000; aren, 124,445 square miles. Term, 15 
_ he patented device must be placed on sale within. 


‘i rs. 
A $100. 


three years. Cost, 
Sweden. 


Population, 4,824,150; area, 172,876 square miles. Term, 16 
years. Annual tax required. Patent must be worked within 
three years, and each following ) ar. Cost, $100, 


FPortug |. 

Population, 4,708,178; area, 34,038 s uare miles. Term not to 

exceed 15 years. Cost, $170. 
Brazil. 

Population, 14,002,355, area, 8,209,878. Term,15 years. Putent 

must be worked within two years. Cost,$200. 
British India. 
Population, 231,172,952. Term, 14 years, Cost, $250. 


Chili. 

Population, 2,915,323; area, 203,970 square miles. Term notto 
exceed 10 years. Cost, $375. 

Peru. 

Population, 2,621,814; area, 463,747. Term, 10 years. Cost, $350, 
Taxes, $105 each year. 

| Argentine Republic. 

Population, 4,257,000; area, 1,125,086 square miles. Patents are 
Eranted for 8, 10, or 15 years, at cost, respectively, of $200, $300 
And $400, 

Barbadoes. 
an ealation, 182,306; nrea, 5,450 square iniles. Duration, 7 years, 
ect to extension fora second and third perlod of7 years each, 
Cost, $200, 
British Gulana. 
Population, 278,295. Duration, l4 years. Cost, $425, 


= 
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British Honduras, | 
Population, 31,371, Duration, 14 years. Cost, $250. Taxes, > 
before expiration of third year, and $110 before expiration 
seventh year, 
Cape Colony (Cape of Good Hope). eras 
Population, excluding Transvaal, 1,527,224. Duration, liy oy 
Cost, $200. Taxes, $60 before expiration of the third year, 
$110 before expiration of seventh year, 
Ceylon, 
Population, 3,008,466, Duration, Li years. Cost, $225. 
Colombian, United States of. ost, r&- 
Population, 4,000,000, Duration, 5, 10, 15, or 20 years, at COS" 
spectively, of 3250, 3325, 3100, and $450. 
Fiji Islands, 
Population, 122,712, Duration, li years, Cost, $250. 
Finland, 2950. 
Population, ~,000,000, Term, from 3 to 12 years. Cost, + 
Guatemala, -t. $350. 
Population, 1,510,326. Term, from 5 to loyears. Cost, s"* pate 
annual tax is fixed by the Government at time of gran ne oft 
entand varies from $5 to $00, according to the importan 
invention. 
* Wawail, 
Population, 89,090, Term, 10 years. Cost, $200. 
| Hong Kong (China), English pat 
Duration, equal to thatofa previously granted 
ent, Cost, $225. 
a Jamaica, | 
Population, 655,595. Duration, li years, Cost, $250. 


Leeward Islands. xeo9 


£60 yefore explration ofr third year, und $120 before exp 
seventh year, 









| 
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Luxembourg. 
Population, 211,088. Duration, loyears. Cost, $125. A mode- 
rate tax required yearly. 


Mauritius. 
Population, 372,04, Term, li years. Cost, $300, 
Mexico. 
Population, 11,632,924. ‘Term, 20 years, Cost $175. 
Natal. 


Population, 513,913. Duration, 14 years. Cost, $200, Taxes, 
€45 before expiration of third year, and $50 before expiration of 


seventh year. 
Newfoundland. 


Population, 202,010, Duration, li years. Cost, $225. 
New Zealand, 
Population, 626,658. Duraticn, 14 years. Cost, $160. Tax be- 
fore expiration of fourth and seventh years. 
Australian Commonwealth. 
Population, 3,500,000. Comprises New South Wales; Queens- 


land; South Australia; Tasmania; Victorla, and Western 


Australia. Duration, li years. Cost$1l75. Tax required before 
expiration of seventh year, 
South African Republic (Transvaal.) 
Population, 489,276. Duration, lt years. Cost, $275. Tax be- 
fore expiration of third and seventh years. 


: Straits Scttlement. 


Population, 512,342. Term, liyears, Cost, $250. 
; Switzerland, 
Population, 2,086,818, Duration, li years. Cost, $100, 


Trinidad, 
Population, 238,688. Duration, li years, Cost, $225, 
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Turkey. 
Population, 25,000,000. Duration, 5, 10,or li years. Cost, $250. 
Tax required annually. 
Uruguay. | 
Population, 728,447. Duration, 5, 6,or9years. Cost,#100. Tax 
required yearly, 
Japan. 
Population, 45,000,090. Area, 147,655 square miles. Duration 
of patent, 15 years. Cost, $250. 
Cuba. 
Population, 1,500,000. Duration, 17 years. Cost, $160, 


ASSIGNMENTS, GRANTS, LICENSES, Etc. 


There are three classes of persons in whom the patentee can 
vest an interest ofsome kind, They are an assignee, a grantee of 
an exclusive sectional right, and a licensee. 

An assignee is one who hus transferred to himin writing the 
whole interest in the original patent, oran undivided part of 
such whole interest in every portion ofthe United States, And 
no one, unless he has such an interest transferred to him, is an 
assignee, 

A grantee is one who has transferred to him in writing the 
exclusive right, under the patent, to make and use, and togrant 
to others to maxe and use, the thing patented, within and 
throughout some specitled part or portion of the United States, 
such right must be an exclusive sectional right, ereluding the 
patentee therefrom, 

A. licensee is one Who has transferred to him in writing, or 
orally, a less or different interest than elther the interest in the 
whole patent, oran undivided partof such wholeinterest, oran 
exclusive sectional interest, Potter v. Holland, 1 Fish, 327. 
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FORMS, 
FORMS 
For Assignments, Grants, Licenses, &c. 


mt is often the case that In the purchase of a patent, or an in- 
nerein, the parties to the transaction can not well delay 
ings to have the papers prepared by a patent attorney, 
a frequently in poeex pryeo ae to draft the papers make mis- 
mces which prove \ pees and work great injury to one of 
we parties. By adhering to the following forms in any such 
4 nsaction, both the purchaser and seller may rest assured 
=it their ~ights are protected; 
No. 1. 


csignment of the Entire Interest inan Invention before the Issue 
of Letters Patent. 
whereas, I, Richard Doe, of Indianapolis, county of Marion, 
ite of Indiana, have Invented a certain newand useful in- 
yyvement un Sulky Plows, for which I am about to make ip- 
eation for Letters Patent of the United States: and whereas, 
omims Jones, of Moline, county of Rock Island, State of Tlinois, 
esirous of acquiring the entire interestin said invention and 
the Letters Patent to be obtained therefor: 
row, therefore, to all whorn it may concern, be it known, that 
and in consideration of the sum of one thousand dollars to 
in hand paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged, 
he said Richard Doe, have sold, assigned, and transferred, 
| by these presents do sell, assign, and transfer, unto the said 
yas Jones, the fulland exclusive right tothe said Invention, 
ully set forth and described in the specification prepared and 
cuted by me preparatory to obtaining Letters Patent ot the 
ited States therefor; and 1 do hereby authorize and request 
Commissioner of Patents to Issue the said Letters Patent to 
said Thomas Jones as the assignee of my entire right, title, 
| interest in and to the same, for the sole use and behoof of 
said Thomas Jones and his legal representatives, 7: 





FORMS, 43 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand ang at. 
fixed my seal this 22d day of December, A. D. 1854. 

1 RicHarD Dor. [SEAr,} 
nh presence of— 
JONN Sy»rri,. 
LHOMAS PERKINS, 
No, 2. 
Alssignment of the Entire Interest in Letters Patent, 

Whereas, I, Amos Burton, of Rockford, county of Winnohk_ ., 
State of Illinois, did obtain Letters Patent of the United States 
for an Improvement in Grain Binders, which Letters Patentare 
numbered 234,861, and bear date November 6th, 1883; and where- 
as, Lam now the sole owner of sald patent, and of all rights 
under the same; and whereas, Charles French, of Chicago, 
county of Cook, State of Illinois, is desirous of acquiring the 
entire interest inthe same: 

Now, therefore, to all whom it may concern, be It known, that 
for and in consideration of the sum of five thousand dollars f° 
me in hand paid, the receipt of which is hereby acknowled red, 
I, the said Amos Burton, have sold, assigned, and transferre®s 
and by these presents do sell, assign, and transfer unto the sale 
Charles 'rench the whole right title and interest in and to the 
said linprovement in Grain Binders ‘and in and to the Letter® 
Patent therefor a foresaid;: the samote be held and enjoy® f r 
the said Charles French, for his own use and pehoof, #8 me 
the use and behoof of his leral renrescnintlren to the full ep 
of the term for which said Letters Patent aro or may pegrant 
as fully and as entirely as the same would have been held e 
enjoyed by me, had the assignment and sale not been made- 


xe 
In testimony where ; and milla 
: ¥ Whereof, [have hereunto set my handaM’ ois, 


my seal, at Rockford, county of Winnebago and State oO 
this ldth day of December, A, D 1884 : 
- = *) a 


«pale 
Amos BuRTOX: [s¥ 


In presence of— 


JOILN SMITH, 
THOMAS JONES. 
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No. 3. 
ont of an Undivided Interest in an Invention before 
Assignment f Issue, or in a patent. 
. he words 


er No. lor 2, excepting t 
“one undivided third part,” or 


is the same as eith 
y be, should be specl- 


he form 
rT Tbe undivided half part,” or 
any other fractional part, as the case ma 
in lieu of the words “entire interest.’ 
No, 4. 


fle 
rant of a Territorial Interest in a Patent. 
W uereas, I, Samuel Merriman, of Milwaukee, county of Mil- 


State of Wisconsin, did obtain Letters Patent of the 


waukee, 
hich Letters Patent 


United States forImprovementin Churns, W 
are numbered 172,583, and bear date the 9th day of September, 
1870; and whereas, I am now the sole owner ofsaid patent, and 
ofall rights under the same in the below recited territory ; and 
whereas, Lester Thompson, of Grand Rapids, county of Ivent, 
Bae of Michigan, is desirous of acquiring an interest*in the 
ame: 
ee therefore, to all whom {t may concern, be it known, 
pane for and in consideration of the sum of five thousand dollars 
; ae inhand paid, the receiptof which is hereby acknowledged, 
Bae prela Samuel Merriman, have sold, assigned, transferred, 
said re these presents do sell, assign, and transfer unto the 
to the ester Thompson, all the right, title, and interest in and 
for rpc invention, as secured to me by said Letters Patent, 
place 2 aap in the State of Michigan, and for, to, or in no other 
lontar FREeOR 5 the same to be held and enjoyed by the said 
Crrito ‘hompson within and throughout the above-specified 
the ake but not elsewhere, for his own use and behoof, and for 
Of tho fs behoof of his legal representatives, to the full end 
fully for which said Letters Patent are or may begranted, 
Doyeg ae entirely as the same would have been held and 
| Y me had this assignment and sale not been made, 
Th presence a SAMUEL MERRIMAN [SEAL,] 


BENS - HopKInNs. 
UMAN SHORT. 


) 






rORMS. 
No. 5. 
























License.—Shop Might, 


In consideration of the sum of one hundred dollars to 
hand paid by the Excelsior Machine Company, a COrpo 
of Ohio, located in the city of Columbus, in the State of onnen 
do hereby license and empower sald Company to Make lo, I 
ingle fuctory in said Columbus, and In no other place o,- pl ea 
the Improvement in Clothes-wringers, for which Letters Bats 
of the United States, No. 187,622, dated January 15th, 187, ane 
granted to me, and to sell the same throughout the Unites 
States to the full end of the term of the patent. 

Signed at Alliance, county of Stark and State of Ohio, this 
28th day of December, A. D., 1884. | 

FRANKLIN Mayo. 


No. G. 


License (not exclusive) with Royalty, 

This agreement, made this 23d day of November, 1854, between 
Albert Fraser, of Janesville, in the county of Rock and State of 
Wisconsin, party of the first part, and the Farm and Machine 
Company, of St. Louts, In the county of St. Louis and State of 
Missouri, party of the second part, witnesseth, that whereas, 
Letters Patent of the United States, No, 287,530, for an Improve 
ment in Harrows, were granted to the party of the first pers 
dated February 16th, 1881; and whereas, the party of the seco® 
part Is desirous of manufacturing harrows containing sald pa 
ented improvement; now, therefore, the parties have 46 
as follows: ; 

I. The party of the first part licenses and empower © ng 
ofthe second part to manufacture, subject to the oo otner 
hereinafter named, at their factory in St. Louls, and eae etter® 
place or places, to the end of the term for which 54 ' m prov” 
Patent were granted, harrows containing the patented 
ments, and to sell the same within the United Sta 
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qi. The p@ 


rty of the second part agrees to make full and true 
the party of the first part, under oath, upon the first 
anys of July and J anuary in each yea r, ofall harrows contaln- 
ing the patented improvements manufactured by them. | 

i. The pa rty of the second part agrees to pay to the party of 
the first part five dollars as a license-fee upon every harrow 
manufactured by said party of the second part ccntaining the 
patented improvements: provided, that ifsaid fee be paid upon 
the days provided herein for semi-annual returns, or within tea 
days thereafter, a discount of fifty per cent. shall be made from 
said fee for prompt payment. 

IV. Upon a failure of the party of the second part to make 
returns, or to make payment of license-fees, as herein prov ided, 
for thirty days after the days herein named, the party of te 
first part may terminate this license by serving a written notice 
upon the party of the second part; but the party of the second 
part shall not thereby be discharged from any linbility to the 
party of the first part for any license-fees due at the time of the 
Service of said notice. 
me eee whereof, the parties above named have hereunto 
will eir hands the day and year first above written, at Janecs- 

e, in the county of Rock and State of Wisconsin. 
ALBERT I*RASER. 
FARM AND MACHINE COMPANY, 


urns to 


No. 7. 
rh License (exclusive) with Contract for Royalty, 
S agreement, made this 20th day of December, 1831, be- 


twee, . 

en: zaniel E. Speare, of Harrisburg, Pennsylvania, party of 

rat od Pa rt, and the Pittsburg Malleable Iron Works, « corpo- 
an under the laws of said State, located and doing busi- 

eth: ttsburgh, in said State, party of the second part, wit- 
at | 

1726, Whereas, Letters Patent of the United States, No, 


Ww , 
fre, On the 28th day of March, 1851, granted to sala 
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Be (oh aalapatenteate for an improvement in Wagon-Jacks, 
o oh | | c C¢ ri et . . aa - ‘i | ’ 
desirous to make aaa ae ‘ee of; tha seqont) Reksee 
7 eked be sell: now, there e 
agreed as follows: / refore, the parties hay 
a ane saad of eee first part gives to the party of the see 
Pea Chen ue ie ae pp er ee sell said patente 
lat . Sy Ithe end of the tern : 1 « ; ahha 
: : term of said pate subject ! 
the conditions hereinatter named aid patent, sub) 
ea oe . 
+ ishang aa y of the second part agrees to make full 
~ Lae ae pag days of January, April, July, and Oct 
them in the t| x6: ull of said patented WagonJacks mA” 
eo sae sa a sh oie months last past; and if said feast 
fone st part shall not be srtisfl ) it] an 
Sy ee SG: satisfied, in any respech with , 
pee att C) one n shall he have the right, either DY nhimsel! oO 
of said ue i to examine any and all the books 9 accouP 
ae randa of wagecooue part containing any items, charse® 
TW wnda, OF Information relatins | ; seture 
elating to the manuf der 


ond 


and true 
ober: 


‘agon-lacks: . equest 1! 
: marty of rr sks: and upon requ’ 
said party of the second part shall t Luce 1 such ik? oe 
eald examination, produce all sue 
alll. The party of the se tv of 
7 7 > mC a - * arte 
ond part agrees to pay the P avery 


he first part the first twent 
t | i¢ first tw enty cents as n Iicense-fee pon 
ew 10 


one of said patented W 
ugzon-Jack " ; th 
sajd license-fee OUR a cS made by them, , go 
ni reinbefor specie eane quarterly term of three mont sit 
re re specified, ty - arnt» | 
. » lo be due sre within d 
Ww r Re ys ‘and pay Ww 1 
days after the regular return day fo ree er ter. 2» il sit! 
uy for that quarte’s "oe fir 


party of the second partaer 

wt at least ty artagrees to pay to the party & we? 

aa U ivi boa rt oO hundred dollars peut sete 726) upor “ke 

Gi arterlyv = “7, €009 fi ‘Chhst™ =e i 

eon. hr enic patented Wagon-Jacks sf nt tha® G 

AM ) ite royalty of twenty e¢ ats a ahs jac? 
. Sald licensee she ¥ cents & plece. he 

mS) nse shall cy i ] é P tbe 


eee on 
upon every such Wagon =i, or otherwise permane ons a 
= Jack made under this l wO 


ord “Speare,” 
eee ented,” avid nae 1 close relation thereto 
tera © Humber and date of sald patent 





be. 
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V. Said licensee shall not, during the life of this license, make 
or sell any article which can compete in the market with sald 
Wagon-Jack. 

VI. Upon the failure of said licensee to keep each and all of 
the conditions of this license, said licensor may, at his option, 
terminate this license, and such termination shall not release 
eald licensee from any Hablility due atsuch time to sald llcensor, 

In witness whereof, the above-named purties (the sald Pitts 
burgh Malleable Iron Works, by its president) have nee 
ee! thelr hands the day and year first above written. 

DANIEL FF. SPEANE. 
PITTSBURGH MALLEABLE IRON 
By JOHN HANCOCK. resident 


WORKS 
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BRUSH ELECTRI¢ COMPANY 


= *T? EsqQ., 
«47 4 yU It, 
4,5 “¥ vashington, D.C. 
p:° peg After a good Many y 
., pear d of personal acquainig 
My -~. and ¢ 


CLEVELAND, Otto, Dec. sth, 1883, 


“TS both . 
NCe with Ont Weness s 


© : “ANagemen, _.2* Blveg me 
ric? oe ur om eminently Satisfactory . dt of Our Pate 
gre ess wk vy acted for us nt 1e Matter of 
! gil yclen - 


: fi atents, an 
att {ec ations for pa tet 
be eo ap ee vonduct of interference Pro 
oF tine the  iform success In the Very », 2S in 

i+) py Mvour ul have conducted through t , 
. sooth oh you of of your ablility In this Ure 
of qbr iG ‘p to regard your ©plnions «. Auest; S the 
5 vs “om infringement , : St OR 
pity art in an pated ar MANCh, Qs bt an “Atl 
| ¥ , & ; c i Cn . ‘ 1 
pe’. of t? rate. At the Ou eat o h Vo, 2 to 
{0 ’ parte ncoU u success In your DUSINess ln © Rey “ry 
the rs ia Ash y° very truly, 2 “Very, rte Sk 
ti . : 
| ours — SRUSH pp €sy, V8 
: xo By G. Ww. Eny De 
pt 


. ; TOM t) 
ITE, 
a not leat s Paring aa > 


- { P b iL). 
ceeding. Sling t ~ 
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OLIVER CHILLED PLOW-WORKS, 


SoutH BEND, IND., Dec. 6th, 1883. 
-H. A. SEYMOUR, Esq., ' 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir; The patent business you have transacted for us dur 
ing the past twelve years haus been very satisticlory indeed, and 
the mannerin which it has been conducted merits our warmest 
approval. Your ability, thoroughness, and promptitude, added 


to unvarying courtesy and untiring patience, have given yous | 


high place in our regard, and we consider ourselves most fortu- 
nate in having the benefit of your services and counsel, You 
have never failed to do all for us that we asked and expected, 
and itis our earnest hope that the pleasantest relations of the 
past may be continued for many years. 
Sincerely yours, 
OLIVER CHILLED PLOW-\WORKS. 


Orrice or J. L, SHEPPARD, 
PATENTER SHEPPARD CoTron TIE. 
CHARLESTON, S. C., Dec. 5, 1859. 
. A. Srymour, 
) Washington, D. C8. 

Dear Sir: Your fuvor of the 3d last received. It affords me 
pleasure to bear testimony to the fact that all business placed 
In your hands by uiyself has always been transacted In the 
mosteatisfactory manner, J have taken out through you prob- 
ably ten patents, all of which you have carefully prepared and 
secured with as little delay as possible. Iam often approached 
by my friends to namea relable solicitor in your city, and I 
invariably give your address. 

Yours truly, 
J. lL. SHEPPARD, 











LETTERS OF REFERENCE, 5 
MORGAN ENGINEERING COMPANY. 
H. A. SEYMour, Esq., ALLTAWoE, Ontg; 001% 

_ Solicitor of Patents, 918 I" Street, Washington, D. C. 

I desire to arrange for a personal iiterview with you at 2p 
early day, as I have a number of upplications for patents 
desire you to put through for me, 

IT also have case of infringement, which I will place " peers 
hands for investigation, and tn the event that you shoul a 
my position as strong and impregnable us I believe it to 0, 
wilt request you to commence suit at once - 

You have already secured thirty-tive atents for me, and id 
work has been promptly and most Mae - attended tO, au 
has given me entire satisfaction 3 hee eles pleasure 
peopinmen soe you to my friends wiialare in need of WB 
Saas ashington to attend to their patent busi 

With beat Selah Lam, very truly, your's 
Par a ee ENGINEERING COy aster 
*. MORGAN, President and rre 


ness 


—— ee, 


CORBIN CABINET LOCK coMPANY: : 
oa > 13; got 


‘ N _. F lew = . *%* eC 
mr. H. A. SEYMOUR, EW Brrrarn, CONN+s / 
ise @ ry —_ j 1 
pear Sir? The old year ts hearl lo 1 Wine 
* . . My = 1 ~ 
sere e 3 or two small natant ain ane 
a maOrendy | fr) ‘Tbh Cin isl 
wo are reney CO Start in on the now « Gite olehe Hie 
and now IT want t hew vear witha ~ tp? 
=~ Ce ‘bin Cabi 0 thant You, not only persont Ay gor 
Vea in \ | , het Lock Company whoml represeh 
h led Lv) f Py . ; : Mae 7 J 
pee Tae : 4 0 You have conducted our patent : : 
jog the Years just Closed D ri e tho past greece” joy or 
nave had taken OULD gre ‘ uring tie ps ous 


= ey 6 “at nany pate for Vile 
gions, through ditferent Parties bit Aas nance) gnd c 
} 
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60 OLIVER CHILLED PLOW-WORKS, 
| SoutH Benp, IND., Dee. 6th, 1853+ 
.-yMOUR, ES4-1 , 
Bi. A+ SE Washington, D. G. 
ips The patent business you have transacted for us dur 
ear t twelve years has been very satisfactory indeed, and 


» the pas a | j ] ‘ 4) Te’ . 
: yer in which it ius been condueted merits our warmest 


the a your ability, thoroughness, and promptitude, added 
rorarying courtesy and untiring patience, have given you ® 

ad lace in our resa rd, and we consider ourselyes most fortur 

pigh be paving the benefit of your services and counsel. You 
ate ever failed to do all for us that we asked and expected, 

a St 3 our earnest hope that the pleasantest relations of the 

and may be continued for many years. 

past " sincerely yours, 

OLIVER CHILLED PLOW-W ORKS. 


OrFIce oF J. L. SHEPPARD, 
PATENTEE SHEPPARD Corron TIE. 
CHARLESTON, 5. C., Dec. 5, 1835. 


a. A. SEYMOUR, 
Washington, D.C. 

pear Sir: Your favor of the 3d last received. It affords ine 
pleasure to bear testimony to the fact that all business placed 
in your hands by niyself lias always been transacted in the 
most satisfactory manner, I have taken out through you prob- 
ably ten patents, allot which you have carefully prepared and 
secured with as little delay as possible. Iam often approached 
by my friends to namea reliable solicitor in your city, and I 
invariably give your address. 

Yours truly, 
J, L. SHEPPARD, 


———E = = —, 
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MORGAN ENGINEERING COMPANY, 
ALLIANCE, O¥f10, Dec, g. 1833 





* 


H. A. Seymour, Esq., 
Solicitor of Patents, 913 I’ Street, Washington, D. C. 

I desire to arrange for a personal interview with you at an 
early day, as I have a number of applications for patents y 
desire you to put through for me. 

ITalso have a case of infringement, which I will place in your 
hands for investigation, and in the event that you should find 
my position as strong and impregnable as If belleve it to be, I 
Will request you to commence suit at once. 

You have already secured thirty-five patents for me, and the 
work has been promptly and most efficiently attended to, and 
has given me entire satisfaction. I take much pleasure 1 
recommending you to my friends who are in need of a good 
attorney at Washington to attend to their patent business. 

With best wishes, Iam, very truly, yours, 
MORGAN ENGINEERING CO., 
Per T. R. MonrGan, President and Treasurers 


CORBIN CABINET LOCK COMPANY: 
13, 1555- 


NEW Brrirarn, CONN+ Dees 
Mr. H. A. SEyMour, th the 
alee eae ‘ nd wit ds 
Dear Sir: The old year {s nearly to a close, il Pf ul pan 
exception of one or two small patent claims noW in ¥ rocket c 
we are ready to startin onthe hew year witha Ne sc pul i 
And now I want to thank you, not only personal ”* for tb 
the Corbin Cabinet Lock Company, whom I rep 
manner in which you have conducted our patent cen Yo" op- 
ing the four years just closed. During the past srt inv ae 
have had taken out a great many patents for Masta comP 
tlons, through different parties, but for thorous! * 
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62 
nensiv 
standing of the features to be patented, your work has been 
most satisfactory. Your residence in the city of Washington, 
where the Patent Office is at all times open for your inspection, 


e work, promptness, fairness, and a thorough under. 


is o great advantage toinventors over anyone residing outside 
the city. Patents obtained through you show sucha thorough 
study and understanding of the Issues involyed that we can 
eheerfully recommend you to any who may be desirous of 
obtaininga patent, or who may need any investigation made of 
| existing patents; and ifwe can be of any assistance to you In 

this matter at any time.vou only need make your wants known 

to meet with a hearty response. 

Yours truly, 

FRANK W. MIX, 


Superintendent Corbin Cabinet Lock Company, 


OFFICE OF THE BARR CASH AND PACKAGE 
CARRIER COMPANY- 
MANSFIELD, OHIO, 


To the Public: 

We take pleasure in recommending Mr. H. A. SEYMOUR, of 

ashington, D. C.,as we believe him to be a thcroughly com- 
ra and rellable Patent Attorney. He has secured for ug, 
“Uring the past three years, fifteen United States Patents. In 
oar Preparation-and -proseeution of our patent business, also in 
nducting interference proceedings, he has given entire satis. 
, on to thiscompany. We recommend Mr. SEYMOUR to any 

desirous of securing Letters Patent. 


Yours truly, 
Tie BARR CASH AND PACKAGE CARRIER Oe, 
F. W. PIERSON. 


HH, 
M. Weaver, President. 
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THE GAS CONSUMERS’ BENEFIT COMPANY oy = 
UNITED STATES. THR 
NEW Yo 
Henny A. Seymour, Esq. mH Dec. & IR¢9. 
ay Dear Sir: It affords me sincere pleasure heartily to reo, 
fonts to others your employment as solicitor of American ee 
ee patents. During several years your conduct of my cay . 
te os nearly one hundred, has been in every degree highly 
with actory. Not only have you managed my patent business 
ene skill and fidelity, but have studied to secure the 
o— al patents, and not accepting anything the Examiners 
an he n compromise of claims which should be secured. 
charged ir frvisn endure butpon the contny, have alway 
recel ved eas bes a ’ a eee ay ntrary, ave always 
“Sine eee o generous ACEI ce and attention to business 
Se ns. cort W Ms my views of what a faithful attorney 
xa »ward his cients. Inmy relation with patents Iam 
antly consulted by inventors, and find patent after patent 
Provided with claims which afford no patented protection. I 
profess to be an exceedingly critical examiner of the validity of 
Been ts, and have had occasion frequently to employ you in this 
apacity, Lalways act promptly upon your reports, and bav® 
never regretted any decision made upoh such Much een 
money, and trouble would be spared inventors and would-De 
patentees if thoroughly sincere and honorable attorney* we 2 
consulted. By this I mean gentlemen who conscientiouslY | - 
duct every issue at hand and advise frequently agains the 
own immediate pecuniary interest in favor of that of the 
oan haye known you frequently to do. I can PO” | your 
muci + expressing my regard and thorough confidenc® in tbe 
work, and will say frankly I would rather pay YoU O bl? 302 
fee charged by any attorney I have dealt with or knoW of toF : 
trust my cases to whatI know to be the avernge paten ole 
Unhesitatingly, I advise any and all to place thelt pusine 
your care, indorsing you as thoroughly as if my Da ws 
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the back of your cbligation. I write this letter openly, asa duty 
I owe & faithful, painstaking, skillful agent, and give yoy 
full authority to use the whole or any part of this letter ag 
you please. 
Very sincerely yours, 
. WALTER M. JACKSON, 





HH. A. SEYMOUR, “sq., 
Washington, D. C. 


POTTERVILLE, MICH., December 15th, 1888. 


Dear Sir: You will be doubtless Interested in knowing howl © 
nappened to select you to take charge of my patent business, © 


andI will, forthe first time, explain how itcameabout. Having 
niade an important invention, for which I concluded to secure 
a patent, I was ata loss to determine to whom [I should entrust 


the prosecution of the case, and therefore 1 visited Washington 


and consulted our Representative in Congress about the matter, 
After making the most careful inquiries, we became convinced 
that you would give my case that carefuland skillful treatment 
it required inits preparation and management in the Patent 
Office, and I never regretted the selection I then made. You 
nave taken out thirteen or more patents for me, most of which 
have beenon Grain Harvesters, Binders, and Mowers, and the 
majority of these cases has required the exercise of more than 
ordinary talent and analytical power in handling them succes 
fully. I have observed that you have the rare faculty of using 
the very best terms of description the case will admit of, and 
that your drawings, specifications, and claims have been very 
clear and comprehensive. 

You have successfully conducted several appeals for me, and 
T have always found your judgment sound, and never misleads 
ing in your counsel. 

Yours very truly, 
ALVIN O, CARMAN. 


ABSTRACT OF DECISIONS, 





ABSTRACT OF DECISIONS. 


In patents for sm At eran ts : | 
| S for small articles, slight differences are often jm. 
portant. Emerson vs, Howe, 8 led., 327 ms 


To be patentable, an inventlon need not be better than ay 
other devices of the same class; if it is new ind useful it js 
patentable. Shaw os, Caidweli Lead Co.,, 11 ed,, 711, 
_Anuadministrator can apply for and receive a patent, Wood- 
worth vs, Sherman, 3 story, lil. 


lescends to the admin- 


ndministered the same 
Hewitt ef al, vs. Pu. 


Ownership and interest in a patent ¢ 
istrator and not tothe heirs, and is to be 
as all other personalty of the deceased. 
Steel Co, 310. G,, 1687. 


Aninvention may be sold and assigned before an application 


Istled. Rathborne et ad, vs, Orr, d McLean, 151 


In the absence af : , hat effect, the em- 
the absence of a specific contract fo LL tha tonite Be as 
ployer is not entitted to Lie patented inventions of the er 
ployee, Green vs, Willard Co., 1 Mo., APD: we. 


py ven in Cmplove deyelops an invention at the expense 
1S employer, the latter is entitied Lo se the invent wher tile 
the life of the patent. McClurg vs. Kingland, LOW) eS 


Vhe . i ac 40 vul- : 
AL hen i party takes a Jieense in which he agrees tO tO Thy | 
ayia the patents, he is estupped from deny iy, Owsley) ig 
» AVS ts the ticcuse is orce, Pope Aly. ts’ ™ et 
Med., 100. conse is ju foree, | > 









| jti- 
} 7 = “aris yoOrting > 
\ common carricr may be enjoined from ty, Uo. ts. Me- 


lng bags articles for intringers, Am, Coton 
ready, Vi Glateh, ral) 
-ovyernment cun 


Neither the Government nor an agent of the‘ tlie pabee” 


Use UL patented . . jicense of 
ie De “dl improvement without the see). ). 
We, Colvate vs, International Tel. Co. 17 Blatehy, 3) 
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He who makes part of a patented combination with the tIn- 
tent to have the other parts supplied bv other parties, is an tn- 
friager. Schnelder vs. Pountney, 21 Fed. Rep., 399. 


Joint owners ofa patent are not partners; each has the right 
to license others. to make, use, and sell the invention without 
accounting to the other, De Witt vs, Nobles Mfg. COo., 0 How, 
301; Vose vs. Singer, 4 Allen, 235. 


State Courts have jurisdiction of actions for recovery of dam- 
ages for fraudulent representations in the sale of patent rights, 
Hunt vs. Howen, 24 lowa, 231. 


The fact thata patented improvement Is of but little value 
will notavoid a promissory note given for aninterest in the 
patent. Myers vs. Turner, 17 II1., 179. 


Ifa patent is invalid, a promise to pay money for an Interest 
therein is without consideration and void. Jenkins vs. Abbott, 
5410 N, H., 447. 


A patent right cannot be by Jaw levied upon or sold under 
execution. Campbell es. James, 18 Blatch, 92, 


A patent right may be ordered bya Court of Equity to be sold 
aud the proceeds applied to the payment of ajudgment debt 
ofthe patentee Agervs. Murray, 105 U.S., 126. 


A grantof a patent for medicine does not give the patentee 
i right to sell the patented article in opposition to State laws, 
Jordan vs, Overseers, 4 Hammond, 25. 


An invention exists by virtue of the laws of Congress, and no 
State has aright to interfere with its enjoyment or to annex 
Conditions to the grunt. Robinson ex parte, 2 Bissell, 30). 


When il party ownsa patent, believes that {it is infringed, 

ac ngs sult for the infringment, and issues clreulars warning all 

oors that if the suitis won, the dealers will be held liable, 

neh party is not to beenjoined from issuing such warnings, 
M186 us, Tuttle, 27 Ind,, 110, 
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List of Clients. 


————_——_—_—_—— OOO 


The following List comprises some of my Clients? 
Brush Electric Co., Cleveland, Ohlo. 
Jandus Electric Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 
The Adams-Burnall Electric Co,, Cleveland, Ohio, 
The Buckeye Electric Co., Cleveland, Ohlo. 
The McMyler Manufacturing Co., Cleveland, Ohio. 
The Goodrich Hard Rubber Co., Akron, Onio. 
Oliver Chilled Plow Works, South Bend, Ind, 
E. H. Bryant, New Bedford, Mass. 
Pp. C. Holmes & Co., Gardiner, Me. 
G. W. Soule, Meridian, Miss. 
Wentworth Spring and Axle Co., Gardiner, Me. 
J. L. Sheppard, Charleston,S GC. 
Monitor Manufacturing Co., Minneapolis, Minn. 
w. H. O'Keefe, Lockport, N. Y. 
D. N. Melvin, Linoleumyville, N.Y. 
¥, Edward Snydet, Massillon, Ohio, ’ 
J. J. Crist, Wichita, Kans, 
8. H. Pitkin, Akron, Ohio, 










LIST OF CLIENTS 


ae Williamson, Louisville, Ky. 
A. Speck & Sons, Pittsburgh, Pa, 
g. S. Black, Pasecens, Cal, 
James Timms, Columbus, Ohlo, 
A. C. Barler, Chicago, Ill. 
oux & O’Brien, Richmond, Va, 
gprout, Waldron, & Co., Muncy, Pa. 
The Witt Cornice Co., Cincinnati, Ohio, 
F. @. Kanne, Waterville, Minn, 
E. G. Ofeldt, Jersey City, N.J. 
T/nion Hardware Co., Torrington, Conn, 
@. H. Howell, Sioux, Ia. 
Bornard & Frank, New York City, N. Y. 
V. E. Minich, Chillicothe, Ohio. 
W/. A. Graham, Carlisle, Pa. 
Adrian, Platt, & Co., Poughkeepsie, N. Y¥. 
W.S. Austin, Standish, Mich. 
J.R. Bridges, Findlay, Ohio. © 
W. T. Davis, Battle Creek, Mich. 
J.D. Swindell, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
G. H. Van Winkle, Rochester, N. Y. 
Webster, Camp, & Lane Machine Co., Akron,, Ohie. 
Miller & Van Winkle, Brooklyn, N. Y- 
Milton Wenger, New Holland, Pa. 
ate Steam Feed Works, Meridian, Miss. 
~“\; Bols, Aurora, N. Y. 
= ane, Lincoln, Nebr, 
“ Miller, Petersburg, Ohlo. 





LIst OF CLIENTS. 


Remington & Sherman Co., Phila., Pa. 
RJ, Edwards, Galena, Ill. 
Dr. W. W. Stewart, Columbus, Ga- 3 
W.8. Rockwell & Co., New York City, N. ¥. 
8.1, Otis, Amsterdam, N. Y. 
J.H. J Ohnson, D. D.5., Waukon, Ia. 
B.S. Randol ph, Frostburg, Md. 
Conradt Art Metal Co. (Limited) Phil., Pa. 
George Allen, Franklin, Pa. 
George B. Bassett, Buffalo, N. Y. 
W. Gregg Chisholm, Charleston, S.C. 
Hon. J. H. Walker, Worcester, Mass. 
R. M. Panconst, Camden, N. J. | 
The Buckeye Malleable Iron and Coupler Co., Columbus, Ohia, 
Menasha Wooden Ware Co., Menasha, W1s- 
Ernest Huenefeld, Cincinnatl!, Ohlo. 
B, & L. Syndicate, New York City, N. Y. 
George Washington, New York City, and Brussels, 
Rey. Hans G. Johnson, Waukon, Ia._ 
Merrett Burt, Jacksonville, Fla. 
J. L. Barker, Racine, Wis, 
C. D. Sanderson, Throop, Pa. 
8. J.and N.O.Simmons, Boston, Mass. 
8t. Louls Wooden Ware Co., St. Louls, Mo. 
P, Little, Northumberland, Pa, 
J. Hengen, North Amherst, Ohio. 

| Pp, Rahm, New Orleans, La, 

) w. H. Yioore, Boston, Mass, 





Belgium. 





— ee 


LIST OF CLIENTS. 
yp. P: Pewthers, Portsmouth, Ohio. 
Ww. A. Connelly, Portsmouth, Ohio, 
clay Faulkner, McMinnville, Tenn. 
Van Brunt& Wilkins Manufacturing Co., Horicon, Wis. 
peflance Machine Co., Deflance, Ohlo, 
walter M. Jackson, Stamford, Conn. 
H. M. Weaver, Mansfleld, Ohio. 
Jj. M. Curtice, Kansas City, Mo, 
The Barr Cash and Package Carrier Co., Mansfleld, Ohloa, 
Cc. W. Taylor, Janesville, Wis. 
cg. C. King, Pittston, Pa. 
Charles Anderson, South Bend, Ind, 
L. H. Clark, Fond du Lac, Wis, 
H. N. Hopkins, Taunton, Mass. 
Canfield Rubber Co., New York City, N.Y. 
Chantrell Tool Co., Reading, Pa. 
Frederick Stitzel, Louisville, Ky. 
George 8. Walker, Elkland, Pa, 
Kingan « Co, (Limited), Indlanapolls, Ind, 
B. D. Taber, Wilson, N. Y. 
Reading Boltand Nut Works, Reading, Pa. 
J. H. Huntress, Janesville, Wis, 
W. B. Chisholm, Charleston, S.C. 
Terry Manufacturing Co., Horseheads, N, ¥ 
H. W. Clark, Oshkosh, Ws. 
8. D. King, Pittston, Pa, 
E.V.R. Gardner, Westtown, N, Y, 
Soutr, Bena Iron Works, South Bend, Ind, 





A. G. Wilicy 
Morgan Eng 
J. Ff. Mallin, 
R. N. Hubb; 
Rowley & H 
Bamuel Hug 
Captain Wi} 
Frank Whe 
P. G. Gardn: 
Janesville T, 
Edward Hy} 
The New Pr 
0. M. Ryder, 
Fralm «& Net 
H.F. Miller. 
©. C. Jerome 
The Decco (: 
Janesville M 
Swan Incanc 
H. A. Keller, 
A. F. Migeor 
Franklin Fa 
J, E. Brown, 
Harris Suspc 
Charleston I 
Mayo, Hyso 
0. R. Harris, 
Forbes Fibre 


LIST OF CLIENTS: 


s; Meadville, Pa. 
“eering Works, Alliance, Ohio. 
Kroat, Boulder, Colo. 
Ss » Ashtabula, Ohlo. 
TmMance Co. , Williamsport, Pa. 
ies, Charieston, 5. 0. 
“un B, Gordon, U.S. A- 
a Meriden, Conn. 
"» North Adams, Mass. 
es company, Janesville, Ohio. 
"", Marion, Ohio. 
“SS Nail Co., Torrington, Conn. 
~hester, Pa, 
, Newport, Retr: 
Son » Baltimore, Ma. 
Chteago Ill, 
¥ Newport, R.I. 
“ching Co., Janesville, WIs. Sree 
“scent Biota Light Co., 2 New Yor 
ap City, Montana. 
* Torrington: Conn. 
» Ansonta, Conn. 
“‘Ansfleta, Ohlo, 
“Mer Co., New York City, N. ¥ 


ro 
‘ 9 Works, Charleston, 8. C- 


>< Co,, Richmond, Va. 
v1 Namsport, Pa, 


* 
*) Jersey City, N, J. 





CA 


Tra 





LIST OF CLIENTS. 


> H. Holmes, Gardiner, Me, 
oe Knabe & Co., Baltimore, Md. 
spe Aultman & Taylor AEB Unery Co., Mansfleld, Ohio, 
suebel & Manger, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
afjilie Graham, Meridian, Miss. 
+f, H. Jones, Liberty, Indiana. 
“pe Eagle Bicycle Manufacturing Co., Torrington, Conn. 
= Es. Keyes, Lockport, N. Y. 
7. D. Taggart, Akron, Ohlo. 
ay, H. Curtice, Eminence, Ky, 
_. M. Burnham, Gardiner, Me, 
"*homas W. Bryant, Torrington, Conn, 
yy. W. Miner, New Haven, Conn, 
v7, F. Barnes, Orlando, Fla. 
-twood Manufacturing Co., Amesburg, Mass. 
" f. Nutting, Florence, Mass. 
+ Ww. Lacey, Kingston, N. Y. 
Sa Sidney H. Short, Cleveland, Ohfo. 
5. G. Benners, Elizabeth, N. J, 
VW. B. Baldwin, New York City, N. Y. 
I. Wesley Allison, New York City, N.Y. 
richard W. Uhlig, New York City, N. Y. 
Ton. John C, McGuire, New York City, N. ¥. 
george Weshington Lighting Company, N, Y. 
Prof, Naef, New York City, N. Y. 
A.D. Smith, Philadelphia, Pa. 
B. B. Inman, Duluth, Minn, 
J. M. Overshiner, Elwood, Ind!ana, 
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LIST OF CLIENTS+ 


J.G. Alexander, Fairfield, Ia. 
American Furnace and Machine Co., Pittsburgh, Pa, 
C., W. Allen, Greenville, Tenn. 
 M. B. Barkley, Charleston, 5. C. 
W.5S, Beale, Verre Haute, Ind. 
J.F. Bush, Waterville, Me. 
James D, Cox, Bridgeton, N. J. 
P. Centemeri & Co., N.Y. : 
James P. Chaplin, New Martinsville. W. Ya. 
L. H. Colburn, Franklin, Pa. 
H. P. Colby, Grand Rapids, Mich. 
L. 0. Denison, Anaconda, Mont. 
L. W. Edier, Williamsport, Pa. 
Charles J. Ericson, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
E. H. Griflith, Los Angeles, California, 
F. H. Gibson, Bridgeton, N. J. 
Kenyon V, Painter, Cleveland, Ohlo. 
_ Jacob Happel, Louisville, Ky. 
W.J. Holland, Era, Texas, 
W. R. Jenkins, Bellefonte, Pa. 
‘International Leather Co., Cinelnnatl, Ohlo, 
Edward K. Judd, Wallingsford, Conn. 
M. C. Kelley, San Antonio, Texas. 
E. W. Kempter, Galena, Ilino/s, 
I. J. Karr, Havelock, Nebraska 
C.J. Kurtz, Salem, Oregon. 
W.K. Liggett, Columbus, Ohlo. 
8. D. Lamos, Long Lake, N. Y- 
HA, E. Laupker, Hartland, Me. 
J.D, McKinnon, Portland, Oregon. 
H, R, Oney, Jackson, Ohio. 
" M,. Nell, Dayton, Ohio. 
. Standard Ball Co., Cleveland, Obto, 
Wilfred Quintal, Holyoke, Muss. 











LIST OF CLIENTS. . 


fred. D. Philp, Buffalo, N. Y. 

_W. Pritchard, Dallas, Texas. 
Baylor polk, Cliff, New Mexico. 
w. B. Preston, Chicago, Iilinols. 
H.S. Reynolds, Columbus, Ga. 
A. R. Rogers, Jonesport, Maine. 
George Rupley, Duluth, Michigan. 
B. Rosenberg & Son, New Orleans, La. 
Nicholas L. Rigby, Los Angeles, Cala. 
Standard Manufacturing Co., Atlanta, Ga, 
N. W.- Smiley, Clarksville, Texas. 
J.D. Swindell, Pittsburgh, Pa. 
Mrs. E. T. Stimson, Los Angeles, Cala. 
L. T. Slye, Upper Sandusky, Ohlo. 
L. W. Snowden, San Antonio, Texas. 
J.B. Tate, Altoona, Pa. 
Visible Typewriters’ Co., N. Y. 
Thomas L. Woodruff, Philadelphia, Pa. 
J.A. Wilmore, N. Y. 
A.C. Willis, Herald, Illinois. 
H.C. Wiedermann, Philadelphia, Pa. 
Hon. F., FE, Wilson, Brooklyn, N. Y. 
C.F, Wilkins, Hutchinson, Kansas. 
Louis Welker, Williamsport, Pa. 
A.M. Zimmerman, New Holland, Pa. 
George Mitchell, Los Angeles, Cal. 
ae W. «A. Morgan, Alliance, Ohlo. 

Ne Yale & Towne Mnfg. Co., Stamford, Conn. 
Tr oe Brown, Wichita, Kansas. 
Tae W. H. Barnes, Tucson, Ariz. 
John Srauchi{, Hampton, Va. 
Claren warter, Augusta, Ky. 

Ww ceL. Taylor, Alliance, Ohlo. 

- Custer, Parkersburg, W. Va. 








LIST OF CLIENTS-+ 


Schuyler Merritt, Stamford, Conn. ; 

The Chat.eston Metallic Jacking Co. Charleston, 8, , 

»+ Jet Davis, Waynesboro, Gn. 

Christopher Iferon, Galena, Iilinols. 

John Henry, Grand Forks, N- D. 

-S. Harter, Cherokee, Iowa. 

W. A. Lee, Blackwell, O. T. 

Rey. Ira A. Cain, Lompvc, Cal. 

J.L. Dean, Waterville, Maine. 

B.F. Daniels, Nogales, Ariz. 

Warren H. Taylor, Stamford, Conn. 

Fountain City Drill Co., La Crosse, Wis, 

Harris Safety Co., New York. 

A.C, Holden, Pittston, Pa. 

Jacob Kraus, Lexington, Ky. 

PW. Minor & “on, Batavia, N. Y. 

Reflned Wood Co., New York. 

James A. Reeves, Aliiance, Ohio. 

John P. Rich, Swanton Junction, Vt. 

Russell Mnfe. Co, Middletown, Conn, 

Carl Linde, Munich, Bavaria, 

August Mang, Baltimore, Md. 

Gordon H. Muliin, Philadelphia, Pa. 

William Freeman, New York. 

Charles H,. Amann, Cincinnati, Ohio. 

Prof. Robert K. Duncan, Washington, Pa. 
Charles W. Needham, President The Columbian tyiversify- 

Washington, D.C. 

The Ohio Pump and Brags Co., Columbus, Ohio, 
Russell & Siegel, Williamsport, Pa. 





